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Application Papers 
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1. Applicants filed an Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) 
on April 6, 2004. The IDS requests consideration of a Japanese 
Office Action included with the IDS. The Japanese Office Action 
has been considered, however no PTO-144 9 form was provided with 
IDS for indication of consideration by the examiner. 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or 
a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 1-5, 11, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Granberg (U.S. Pat. No. 4,014,73 9; 
previously of record) . 

Granberg discloses a pulp mold which comprises a molding 
part (18) of a prescribed shape. A peripheral part (including 
depression 18a) extends outward from a peripheral edge of the 
molding part (figure 2) . A net (30 and 32) covers the molding 
part and at least part of the peripheral part (figure 2) . A 
fixing member (16) is disposed on the periphery of the net, the 
fixing member being directly attached to the peripheral part to 
fix the net (using structure 42b) . 
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Granberg further disclose the fixing member to have a 
mating projection (42b) that fits in a mating depression made in 
the peripheral part to fix the fixing member to the peripheral 
part (see figure 2) . The mating projection can be moved from a 
clamping position in which the net is forced against the shaping 
part (figure 2), to a non-clamping position (figure 3) in which 
the net is not forced against the shaping part, and thus, the 
apparatus of Granberg is provided with a means for adjusting a 
mold clamping force. Further, the movement to the non-clamping 
is the result of a force applied to member 42b which is not 
applied the net (see figures 2-3) . 

Claims 4-5 recite that the papermaking part is configured 
to face a second papermaking part. Written as such, these 
claims do not require a second papermaking part, but rather only 
require the first papermaking part be configured as such that it 
could be faced with a second papermaking part. The apparatus of 
Granberg, as shown in figure 1, is configured such that it is 
capable of being faced with another papermaking part, for 
example by placing a second mold upside-down on top of the first 
mold. Thus, Granberg anticipates the language of claims 4-5. 
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4. Claims 6-10 and 14-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Randall (U.S. Pat. No. 2,600,265; 
previously of record) . 

Randall discloses a pulp molding die. The die comprises a 
molding part (17) of prescribed shape and a peripheral part (21) 
extending outward from the molding part. The die also comprises 
a flange (the element to which ring 33 is attached by stud 34, 
see col. 4, 11. 50-54), as well as a net (25) covering the 
molding part. The part of the net (29) which covers the 
peripheral part is positioned so that the flange prevents the 
net from receiving a clamping force from the stud (34) received 
by the flange (figure 1) . Randall shows the part of the net 
which covers the peripheral part to be positioned lower than a 
surface that receives the mold clamping force a predetermined 
amount (figure 1) . By using threaded studs (34) to provide the 
clamping force, Randall provides the apparatus with a means for 
adjusting the mold clamping force through by selecting how much 
the stud is tightened. 

In the apparatus of Randall, element (33) acts as a sealing 
member by being positioned around the ends of the molding cavity 
(see figure 1) . Element (33) that receives the clamping force 
exerted from the stud, and is provided on the part of the net 
covering the peripheral part (see figure 1) . 
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5. Applicant ' s arguments filed April 6, 2004 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

With respect to the rejection of claims 1-5, 11, and 13, 
Applicants assert that if element 42b of Granberg is equated to 
the fixing member as recited in claims 1 and 11, the fixing 
member of Granberg would not be directly attached to the 
peripheral part to fix the net during transition between Figures 
2 and 3. Therefore, Applicants conclude that Granberg fails to 
teach or suggest a fixing member directly attached to the 
peripheral part to fix the net, such that the net is free from a 
force applied to the fixing member as defined in claims 1 and 
11 . 

Claim 1 recites u said fixing member is directly attached to 
said peripheral part to fix said net, such that said net is free 
from a force applied to said fixing member." The force in this 
limitation is unspecified, that is, it is not described as a 
clamping force or force to hold the fixing part to the net. 
Therefore, this claim language does not require the recited 
force to cause the fixing member to act on the net. Any force 
that when applied to the fixing member does not act on the net 
anticipates this claim language. As set forth in the previous 
Office Action, and repeated above, Granberg' s fixing part (16) 
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is of this nature- it acts to fix the net as shown in figure 2, 
yet the force applied to fixing member to go from the position 
shown in figure 2 to the position shown in figure 3 does not act 
on the net . 

With respect to the rejection of claims 6-10 and 14-17 as 
being anticipated by Randall, Applicants assert that the flange 
(as in explained in the Office Action) would not receive the 
mold clamping force recited in claims 6 and 14. Specifically, 
Applicants contend that the clamping force recited in claims 6 
and 14 refers to a clamping force exerted on the upper surface 
of the flange that is npt directly exerted on the nets when two 
molds are clamped together. Applicants thus conclude that 
Randall does not disclose or suggest two molds clamped together, 
and therefore fails to disclose or suggest a mold clamping 
force . 

Applicants' argument necessitates the reading of a second 
mold structure into claims 6 and 14. However, it is noted that 
neither claim 6 nor claim 14 recites "a second mold." 

Although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
specification, limitations from the specification are not read 
into the claims. See In re Van Geuns , 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 
1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993) . In the instant case, Applicants' 
argument that a "a mold clamping force" necessitates a second 
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mold is not persuasive. Claims 6 and 14 both refer to a 
papermaking mold and specify structures that the mold comprises, 
including a papermaking part which functions as the molding 
surface. The clamping force recited in the claim acts on this 
papermaking part, and is therefore "a mold clamping force." 
Thus, claims 6 and 14 describe a complete mold structure without 
the necessity of a second mold. Moreover, Applicants' reference 
to a line in the specification (p. 9, 11. 9-11) where it is 
described how the clamping force acts when a second mold does 
not suffice to show that clamping force is defined in a manner 
; as requiring a second mold. Although "it is entirely proper to 
use the specification to interpret what... is meant by a word or 
phrase in the claim, ... this is not to be confused with adding an 
extraneous limitation appearing in the specification, which is 
improper. By * extraneous' [it is meant] a limitation read into 
a claim from the specification wholly apart from any need to 
interpret particular words or phrases in the claim." In re 
Paulsen , 30 F.3d 1475, 1480, 21 USPQ2d 1671, 1674 (Fed. Cir. 
1994) (citation omitted) . To require a second mold for there to 
be a "mold clamping force" would be to add an extraneous 
limitation to the claims. Applicants therefore cannot assert 
that Randall fails to anticipate a mold clamping force by not 
disclosing a second mold. 
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6. Claim 18 is allowed. See the reasons for indicating 
allowable subject matter in the previous Office Actions. 

7. Claim 12 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected 
base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent 
form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any- 
intervening claims. See the reasons for indicating allowable 
subject matter in the previous Office Actions. 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a) . 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Donald 
Heckenberg whose telephone number is (571) 2 72-1131. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 
9:30 A.M. to 6:00 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Wanda Walker, can be 
reached at (571) 272-1151. The official fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see <<http://pair-direct.uspto.gov>>. Should you have questions 
on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at (866) 217-9197 (toll-free) . 





' JAMES P. MACKEY 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 




